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of St. Mark's Day, to suspect and supply an imaginary omission in the
text. But his volume is a help to the understanding of the Statute and
to the knowledge of the matters with which they deal, which will probably
be of service to a good many readers. 0.

In a couple of articles on Die Wollausfithr Englands vom Jahre 1278
contributed to the Viertcljahrschrift fiir Social und Wirthschafts-
geschichte (Stuttgart, 1908) Dr. Adolf Schaube has undertaken a task
which as the historian of early Mediterranean trade he was specially com-
petent to perform. The patent rolls of 1273 contain the licences issued
to English and foreign merchants for the export of wool at a time when
trade with Flanders was prohibited. These Dr. Schaube has analysed
and interpreted in the light of similar data accessible for other years
(especially 1277-8), with a view to establishing the quantity of wool
exported, the relative proportions exported by the merchants of
the several nations, the ultimate destination of the wool, and the
amount of capital embarked by individuals or companies of merchants in
the trade. Out of a total of 82,748 sacks, a little over a third was
exported by English merchants. Out of 8247 in which the merchants'
domicile is stated, London handles 8805 sacks, Winchester 1116, Dun-
stable 900, Shrewsbury 696, Southampton 440, Sandwich and Bristol
each 860, Newcastle 826. Of the total exported by aliens, Italians took
87 per cent., the merchants of Northern France 24 per cont., those of
Brabant 17 per cent., those of South France 8 per cent., those of
Germany 6 per cent., those of Liege 8 per cent., and the Spaniards
1 per cent. The Flemings were of course excluded. From tbe subse-
quent record of fines inflicted for exporting wool to Flanders during the
prohibition Dr. Schaube draws the inference that the Flemings were the
principal consumers of English wool even when exported by Italians,
and that the Florentines had not begun to use it. In a final section,
after arriving at an estimate of ten marks as an average price per sack,
he calculates the capital invested by the leading Italian firms, e.g. the
Scotti of Piacenza 21,400 marks, the Ricciardi of Lucca 10,800 marks,
the Frescobaldi of Florence 8800 marks, and argues that these sums,
converted into modern values, represent a mercantile enterprise that is
not of the merely peddling character which Dr. Sombart in his theory of
the origin of capitalism has attributed to it. Dr. Schaube clearly esta-
blishes this point, but it is possible that Dr. Sombart may find, in the
facts thus adduced, additional evidence in support of his theory of the
connexion of early capitalism with official power, since not only were
the Italian firms who took the leading part in the exportation of wool
the chief financial support of Edward I and the fanners of his taxes,
but it is also clear that all the leading London exporters were aldermen
and sheriffs who are specially named in the Hundred Rolls for their abuse of
official power, and whose wills reveal the fact (another of Dr. Sombart's
points) that they derived much of their incomes from rents in London
and other cities. But apart from the inferences to be drawn from his
facts the essay is a most scholarly contribution to economic history, and
furnishes incidentally valuable data as to currencies, weights, &c, used
in the wool trade. G. U.
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